With only flower sexuality differing. Protasparagus can not be separated from Asparagus, neither at generic nor at subgeneric level. No significant differences in the degree to which filaments were connivent were observed between species placed under M yrsiphyllum and those under Protasparagus/Asparagus. All southern African species of Asparagaceae are therefore reinstated under Asparagus and listed here without recognition of subgenera. Several new combinations are made.
The family name Asparagaceae was proposed by Jus sieu (1789), soon after the genus Asparagus was named by Linnaeus (1753) . The debate on the division of the genus into separate genera or subgenera, was started by Willdenow (1808) with his description of the genus Myr siphyllum, which was countered by Roemer & Schultes's (1829) treatment o f Asparagus as a single genus. Kunth (1850) then not only subdivided the genus, but transferred it back to the Liliaceae. Baker (1875) continued the trend and it remained the standard treatment till Huber (1969) and Dahlgren & Clifford (1982) once again advanced the concept of separate genera and the family name. Aspara gaceae. Obermeyer (1983 Obermeyer ( . 1984 even kept as separate subgenera, but rather, on the basis of the shared character of free filaments. Protasparagus and Asparagus belonged together in the subgenus Aspara gus. Neither could Myrsiphyllum be a distinct genus on the strength of connivent filaments versus free ones in the rest of the Asparagaceae. This character was. however, sufficient to distinguish the taxon as a subgenus. They therefore proposed that Asparagus be the only genus in the Asparagaceae. w ith subgenera Myrsiphyllum and As paragus. the latter including the species previously placed in Protasparagus.
We accept the treatment by Malcomber & Sebsebe (1993) with reservation. The absence of A. juniperoides Engl, and A. multituberosus R.A. Dyer from the list of species investigated by these authors, prompted further in vestigation. As the close relatives of these two species are in the subgenus with connivent filaments, it could be ex pected to find the same condition here. However, it could not be demonstrated that filaments were markedly con nivent. and no significant differences were observed in the degree to which filaments were connivent in the two subgenera. Therefore, we prefer to refrain from dividing the southern African species of the genus into subgenera.
In addition to the new combination made by Malcom ber & Sebsebe (1993) . more new combinations as well as reinstatements are necessary for the southern African species of the genus Asparagus. The numbers next to the species names listed alphabetically below (comb. nov. numbers indented), are the species numbers allocated by Obermeyer & Immelman (1992) 
48.
Asparagus aggregatus (Oberm.) 
2.
Asparagus baveri (Oberm.) 
63.
Asparagus biflorus (Oberm.) 
47.
Asparagus clareae (Oberm.) 
Asparagus cooperi Baker in Gardeners' Chronicle 1: 818 (1874a).
Protasparagus cooperi ( 
30.
Asparagus devenishii (Oberm.) 
40.
Asparagus fllicladus (Oberm.) Fellingham á N.L. Mey. comb. nov. Oberm. in Oberm. & Immelman: 51 (1992 
Protasparagus fllicladus

61.
Asparagus fouriei (Oberm.) Fellingham <£ N .L Mey. comb. nov. Oberm. in Oberm. & Immelman: 62 (1992) .
Protasparagus fouriei
28.
Asparagus fractiflexus (Oberm.) Fellingham & N.L. Mey. comb. nov. Pmtasparagus fractiflexus Oberm. in Oberm. & Immelman: 40 (1992 
31.
Asparagus graniticus (Oberm.) Fellingham á N.L. Mey. comb. nov. Oberm. in Oberm. & Immelman: 42 (1992). 68. Asparagus intricatus (Oberm.) 
Protasparagus graniticus
49.
Asparagus natalensis (Baker) 
